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Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on 5/4/2005 has been received and made of record. 

2. Applicant's argument with respect claims 1 , 2, 4-27 and 35-39 have been fully 
considered but are moot in view of new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1 , and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Brown U.S. Patent No. 6,381 ,577[hereinafter Brown]. 

As per claim 1, Brown discloses data management method, comprising: 
Providing a data engine(server 18)(see fig. 1); 

obtaining first observation automatically recorded by a data sampling device 
(monitoring device 28) (measuring glucose or blood pressure) (see col. 6, lines 26-41); 
and a second observation manually recorded by a user (responses to the queries by the 
user) (see col. 6, line 66 to col. 7, line 7), said first and said second observation defining 
plurality of different observations, said plurality of different observation relating to data of 
an identical subject (physiological condition of a patient) (see col. 6, line 26-35); 
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sending said plurality of different observations to said data engine (see col. 6, lines 26- 
31); 

storing said plurality of different observations database under control of said data 
engine (see fig. 2 and col. 6, lines 42-50); and 
in response to a report request: 

retrieving said plurality different observations from said database in accordance with 
parameters in said report request provide plurality of a retrieved observations (see col. 
1 0, lines 62 to col. 1 1 , line 4); and 

producing a report based on said plurality of retrieved observations(see col. 10, lines 62 
to col. 11, line 4). 

As per claim 39, the data management method as set forth in claim 1 , further 
comprising obtaining from a remote database source a third observation relating to said 
subject the remote data source being a remote database (see fig. 2 and col. 6, lines 42- 
50); 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 2, 14-15 and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Harren et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,108,635 in view of Brown. 
As per claim 2, and 14-15, Herren discloses clinical trial data management server 
method comprising: 

receiving, at server(lntegrated Disease Information System 10), a user profile (patient 

information) provided by a client(see fig. 2 and col. 10, lines 49-63); 

based on said user profile, indicating to said client one or more matching clinical trials 

col. 10, lines 49-63), receiving a clinical trial selection from said client col. 10, lines 49- 

63); 

providing to said client a selected clinical trial module (clinical trial module 14) indicated 
by said clinical trial selection and corresponding a selected one of said matching clinical 
trials (col. 29, lines 20-60). 

the modules being adapted to obtain clinical trial data including a respective data 
observation(see col. 28, lines 60-67 and col. 29, lines 20-60). 
Herren is silent regarding: 

receiving at said server said respective data observations; 

storing said respective data observation in a database of data observations; 

and in response to a report request: 

retrieving selected ones of said data observations from said database in accordance 
with parameters in said report request to provide a plurality of retrieved observations 
and producing a report based on said plurality of retrieved observations. 
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Brown in an analogous art discloses a multi-user monitoring system including: 
receiving at said server said respective data observations (see fig. 2 and col. 6, lines 
42-50); 

storing said respective data observation in a database of data observations(see fig. 2 
and col. 6, lines 42-50); and 
in response to a report request: 

retrieving selected ones of said data observations from said database in accordance 
with parameters in said report request to provide a plurality of retrieved observations 
(see col. 1 0, lines 62 to col. 1 1 , line 4);and 

producing a report based on said plurality of retrieved observations(see col. 10, lines 62 
to col. 11, line 4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Brown into system of Herren to 
enable dynamic monitoring and collection of healthcare information of respective 
patients. 

As per claims 26-27, the claim include features similar to those of claim 14-15, thus 
claims 26-27are rejected same rational as claim 14-15. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 4-13, 16-19 and 20-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Herren as applied to claim 2 and further in view of Linder. 
As per claim 4, Herren discloses substantial features of the claimed invention as 
discussed above with respect to claim 

Herren is silent regarding: wherein said clinical trial data is provided to said server by a 
medical device. 

Linder discloses a data management server for receiving medical data provided the said 
server by medical device (see fig. 1 and col. 3, lines 42-61). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at time of the invention to incorporate 
the teachings of Linder such as wherein said clinical trial data is provided to said server 
by a medical device such that accurate clinical trial information can be matched and 
provided to the respected user (see col. 28, lines 60-67 and col. 29, lines 20-60). 

As per claim 5, Linder discloses the data management server method as set 
forth claim 3, wherein said clinical trial data is provided to said server over the Internet 
(see fig. 2). 

As per claim 6-7, Linder discloses the data management server method as set 
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forth in claim 3, wherein said clinical trial data is provided to said server by general- 
purpose computing device having said clinical trial data manually inputted by a user 
(see fig. 1 and col. 4, lines 14-43). 

As per claim 8-9, Herren discloses the clinical trial data management server method as 
set forth in claim 3 wherein: 

said server includes a data engine (see fig.2 and col. 10, lines 49-63) 

said data engine comprises a health data management module (10) (see fig.2 and col. 

10, lines 49-63); 

and a clinical trials management module(see fig.2 and col. 10, lines 49-63); 
said health data management module comprises data analysis algorithms used by said 
data engine to analyze said clinical trial data(see fig.2 and col. 10, lines 49-63) and 
said clinical trials management module: selects said one more matching clinical trials, 
based on said user profile(see fig.2 and col. 10, lines 49-63); 

provides an approval of said clinical trial selection(see col. 28, lines 60-67 and col. 29, 
lines 20-60); 

and provides said selected clinical trial module(see col. 28, lines 60-67 and col. 29, lines 
20-60). 

As per claim 10-13, Under discloses the data management server method as set 
forth in claim 8, wherein said health data management module comprises data analysis 
algorithms and adapted to accept data for one or more cardiology data, diabetes data, 
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allergy data, and immunology data (see fig. 5 and col. 7, lines 55-66 and col. 8, line 66 
to col. 9, line 20 ). 

As per claim 16, Herren discloses substantial features of the claimed invention as 
discussed above with respect to claim 15, 

Murphy is silent regarding: said data engine is adapted to receive said clinical trial data 
from a medical device. 

Under discloses a data management server for receiving medical data provided the said 
server by medical device (see fig. 1 and col. 3, lines 42-61). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at time of the invention to incorporate 
the teachings of Linder such as wherein said clinical trial data is provided to said server 
by a medical device such that accurate clinical trial information can be matched and 
provided to the respected user to ensure the health of the user. 

As per 17, Linder discloses the clinical trial data server as set forth in claim 16 
wherein said data engine adapted clinical trial data over the lnternet(see fig. 1 ). 

As per claim 1 8-1 9, Linder discloses the clinical data server as set forth in claim 
15, wherein said data engine is adapted receive said clinical trial data from a general- 
purpose computing device(see fig. 1 and col. 4, lines 14-43). 
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As per claim 20-25, Linder discloses the clinical trial data server as set forth in claim 15 
wherein: 

said health data management module comprises data analysis algorithms used by said 
data engine analyze said clinical trial data(see fig. 5 and col. 7, lines 55-66 and col. 8, 
line 66 to col. 9, line 20 ); and 
said clinical trials management module: 

selects said one based on said user profile(see fig. 5 and col. 7, lines 55-66 and col. 8, 
line 66 to col. 9, line 20 ); 

provides an approval of said clinical trial selection(see fig. 5 and col. 7, lines 55-66 and 
col. 8, line 66 to col. 9, line 20 ); 

and provides said selected clinical trial module more matching clinical trials (see fig. 5 
and col. 7, lines 55-66 and col. 8, line 66 to col. 9, line 20). 

As per claim 35, the claim includes features discussed above with respect to claim 2, 
further reciting. 

providing a plurality of modules adapted to communicate said plurality of different 
observations to said data engine (see Herren fig. 2 and col. 6, lines 42-50); 

as per claim 36, Herren discloses the method of providing a data management server 
as set forth in claim 35, 
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wherein the selected ones of the plurality of modules include a module adapted to 
handle processing at the server for clients that provide an observation,, relating to the 
given subject, from a remote data source comprising a database (see col. 6, lines 42- 
50); 



9. Claim 37-38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brown as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Herren. 
As per claim 37, Brown discloses substantial features of the claimed invention as 
discussed above with respect to claim 1 , 

Brown is silent regarding: providing a plurality of modules adapted to communicate said 
plurality of different observations to said data engine. 

Herren in an analogous art discloses providing a plurality of modules adapted to 
communicate said plurality of different observations to said data engine (see Herren fig. 
2 and col. 6, lines 42-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention presented with teaching of Brown to utilize the plurality of data modules 
as taught by Herren, because the clinical trials modules assists the user in designing 
clinical trials based through identification of combinations of patient attributes. 



10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In.the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Salad E Abdullahi whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4009. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ario Etienne can 
be reached on 571 -272-4001 . The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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12. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Abdullahi Salad 
Primary Examiner 



8/3/2005 



